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Percent greenline composition - Plot vs 
Continuous methods
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Figure 1.   A comparison of estimates of dominant riparian vegetation 
community type composition along the greenline, using the plot method and 
the continuous measurement approach suggested by Winward (2000). 
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Figure 2.  A comparison of streambank stability estimates along the greenline from plot and 
continuous observations in the highly disturbed (unstable) stream reach.  
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Stub Height Line Fit  Plot - Long Tom Creek
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Figure 3.  .  A comparison of streambank stability estimates along the greenline 
from plot and continuous observations in the moderately grazed stream reach.   

Figure 4.  The relationship of stubble height to percent streambank alterated 
using the plot method on Long Tom Creek. 




